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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Michael Shannon has left the office and therefore I will be handling this 
application for the remainder of the prosecution. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 14-16, and 40-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Zigmond et al (USP 6,698,020) in view of Nagasaka (USP 
5,818,439). 

Regarding claims 14, 40, 43, and 46, the Zigmond reference teaches all of that 
which is discussed with regards to the "method of presenting a forced advertisement to 
a television viewer" as follows: 

• The claimed step of "detecting the forced advertisement in an incoming 
video stream" is met by the delivery of the program stream and the 
targeted advertisements and the subsequent detection of a triggering 
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event in the program stream to trigger the display of the targeted ad [col. 
7, lines 2-32]. 

• The claimed step of "displaying the forced advertisement" is met by the 
ability to display the targeted advertisement to the viewer via display 
device 58 [col. 7, lines 30-32]. 

• The claimed step of "in response to the television viewer turning off and on 
user equipment on which the forced advertisement was being presented, 
presenting the forced advertisement from the beginning of the forced 
advertisement or recommencing the forced advertisement from the point 
at which the user equipment was turned off" is met by the discussion of 
eliminating "aggressive channel surfers" [col. 13, lines 16-39]. Here 
Zigmond teaches recommencing an advertisement on a channel change 
(thereby forcing the viewer to view the entire commercial no matter how 
many times the channel is changed). 

While Zigmond does teach the ability to change channels and recommence a 
commercial until it has been significantly viewed by the subscriber, he does not teach 
turning off the television and starting the advertisement from the beginning once the 
television is turned back on. 

The Nagasaka reference teaches, in an analogous art, a system wherein a 
set top box stores information of the last place a video played before the STB was 
turned off, and gives the user the option of resuming the video at the same place once 
the STB is turned back on (column 14, lines 21-26). 
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At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the video resuming taught by Nagasaka in the system disclosed by 
Zigmond. The motivation would have been that Zigmond discloses a system wherein 
the user is forced to view the advertisement regardless of the channel that the user 
tunes to; therefore adding the resuming feature would enable the system to force the 
user to view the commercial even if the STB was turned off, which would mean that the 
advertiser would be certain that their advertisement was viewed by the user. 

Regarding claims 15, 41, 44, and 47, the Zigmond reference further meets 
the claimed step of "preventing the television viewer from changing channels during 
playing of the forced advertisement." Column 13, lines 16-39 disclose a way of curbing 
"aggressive channel surfing" which forces the users to view commercials in their entirety 
and does not allow the switching of channels to other programs before the commercial 
is fully viewed. 

Regarding claims 16, 42, 45, and 48, the Zigmond reference further meets 
the claim that the "forced advertisement is stored in the user equipment". Column 8, 
lines 3-7 discuss the use of a local repository for storing targeted advertisements at the 
user device. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Justin E. Shepard whose telephone number is (571) 
272-5967. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5 M-F. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Grant can be reached on (571) 272-7294. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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